September 27, 1994 

Mr. Harold Weisberg 
7627 Old Receiver Rd. 

Frederick, MD 21702 

Dear Mr. Weisberg, 

Hello, Sir. Thank you very much for your letter, dated 9/6/94. 

It is always an honor to receive a letter from you, Mr. Weisberg. As 
I always write in my letters to you, I am a dedicated fan of you and 
your incredible investigation on the JFK assassination. I am very 
sorry that you are not feeling well, and I pray for you every day. 

I also wish to say hello to Mrs. Weisberg, and I hope she is feeling 
well . 

In my last letter to you, I mentioned the correspondence I was 
having with Garrett Timmermans, who is a defender of David Lifton and 
the book Best Evidence. I know it is not necessary to defend you, 
but this Timmermans fellow talks about you in such derogatory and 
condescending tones, I jJdst can't let him get away with it. He talks 
"down" to me in his letters. He thinks he is superior to me because 
I absolutely refuse to take Lifton's theory serious. He can't believe 
that I follow your investigation. In one of his letters, he referred 
to you as a "first-generation" investigator who has been " eel ipsed" 
by Best Evidence. I responded by saying that the only thing Lifton has 
done is peddle a sick and demented theory, whereas you based your 
investigation on the government's own documents. You may think that 
this is childish, but he has implied that you are paranoid. No way 
would I let him get away with that. I told him to prove this, but all 
I get is silence. I could go on, but I think you get the idea. 

However, he informed me in his last letter that he has "discussed 1 ' 
our correspondence; with Lifton, and my support for you. He wrote: Davi 

was amazed that Weisberg would have any adherents this late in the 
history of the case." Since he travelled down that road, I'll follow. 

I have enclosed a copy of his last letter to me. I am sure you will 
laugh when you read it. 

You had wrote in your letter that you wanted a copy of Lifton's 
"new" Air Force Two hypothesis, which he (supposedly) revealed to his 
friends. I'll try to let you know as much as I know. I have also 
enclosed the part of his letter where Timmermans spoke of this. 

I read a letter that Timmermans had sent to The Fourth Decade, ir 
which he defended Lifton's theory. I wrote him a letter in which I 
disagreed with his stance. In my letter, I made it clear that there is 
no way that President Kennedy's body was "disguised as luggage,'' whic 
is how Lifton said the body was "stolen" by the "plotters." In his . 
first letter to me, he told me that he thought the luggage hypothesis 
was "weak." He said that he and others had "discussed this" with Liftc 
He then said that "He (meaning Lifton) and others like myself now fine 
the Air Force Two hypothesis to be stronger." He didn't explain what 
he was talking about. Of course, in my response I pointed out that on 
pages 791-792 of BE Lifton raised and then rejected his speculation 
that the "stolen body" was placed aboard Air Force Two. On page 792, 
the reader finds this: "I rejected the Air Force Two hypothesis."^ 

In a later letter he finally "answered" my questions about this Air 
Force Two business. This is what I have copied for you. He didn't say 
he was quoting Lifton, he just wrote what he "suspect(s) ." Now, Mr. 
Weisberg, since I find it hard to believe that anyone would honestly 




take Lifton's theory or theories seriously, I take what Timmermans 
wrote with a grain of salt. I have suspected that he is joking when 
he defends Lifton in his letters, but he writes like he has a passion 
for Lifton's theory, so who can know for sure. Since he claims to be 
"friends" with Lifton, I can only assume that he gets his ideas from 
Lifton. In reality, I guess it doesn't matter, because I think it is 
all a hoax! Timmermans "suspects" that during LB J ' s swearing in 
"disloyal" Secret Service agents "removed" the Presidents body from Aix 
Force One and "placed" the body aboard Air Force Two. His "view" is 
that the "disloyal SS agents permitted someone to work on the body 
aboard Air Force Two." Is he serious? Naturally, the respect and 
restraint I was putting forth in my letters disintegrated. I reasoned 
that if this was what he would write to me, he obviously has no respecf 
for me. After our recent last exchange of letters, I doubt there will 
be anymore. 

Mr. Weisberg, I realize that this is silly, and I am sorry to bothex 
you with this stupidity. But according to Timmermans: "We will very 

likely see his revised view in print when his sequel to Best Evidence 
is published and the reasons for it." This is another major issue I 
tried to raise with Timmermans. I say "tried" because he wouldn't 
respond to one of my charges. I told him that I feel that Lifton is 
only concerned with making money off this case. I also said that by 
printing his theory he is disrespecting the memory of John F. Kennedy. 

I am sure that you have much more important stuff to deal with, but if 
there is anyway that you could give me your opinion of all of this, 
believe me. Sir, I would be very grateful. I also hope that if you are 
able, maybe you can let me know what you think of the copy of Timmermax 
letter, which I have enclosed. 

Thank you very much for taking the time to read my letter. I only 
"know" you through your books and your tv appearances, but I want you 
to know that you are an amazing human being. God bless you. 

Sincerely yours and best wishes, 

Neil Gottlieb 
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Are you going to characterize the Dallas doctors as stinkin' too? Neil, the problem is 
noHnadecju ate doctors or shameful investigators or military controrSTm^u TopWr - 
h owever simslef that appears to be. The problem in this case is the alterecTevidence 

Oswald was innocent, and the plotters got away with an almost perfect crime. I am 
interested in how they got away with it. A theory of the crime is necessary to 
understand that. David's theory has my support because it explains the evidence 
instead of carping about the Warren Commission. 



Da vid Lifton's th eory tells us why there were no front entry wou nds on the body, 
wounds required for a f atal shot from the front . It also explains why there were no 
bullets found in the body at autopsy. That is why I stick to Lifton's theory of body 
alteration. It explains contradictory evidence in a way that satisfies me. 



As fa r jas_ David Lifton favoring the Air Force Two hypothesis no w, why are you so 
upset that he has changed his mind? Can a person not change his mind? No caveat 
on the cover of Best Evidence is necessary in my judgment. Lifton states two 
hypotheses. We, the readers, and David Lifton, the author are free to choose which 
one makes the most sense given the evidence. We w ill very likely see his revised 
v iew in print when hi s se quel to Best Evidence is published and the reasons forltT 

Since BE was published in January of 1981, David Lifton learned and has publicly 
stated on Hard Copy that even though Air Force One communications were discussing 
Waiter Reed Army Medical Center, the body did not go to Walter Reed for any reason, 
i hat is an example of honestly dealing with the evidence. A good detective goes 
where the evidence leads and the probabilities lie. 
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To answer your question about the SS and the interception of the body, I suspect that 
the body was removed from AF1 during the swearing in of Lyndon Johnson, and 
placed aboard AF2 by agents of the SS in on the plot. The SS contr olled the body, not 
t he Presidential party . My view is that disloyal SS agents permitted someone to work 
on the body aboard Air Force Two either on the ground at Love Field or in flight 
before it reached Washington, DC. You're free to write David about his view if you 
wish. 



Sincerely yours and best wishes, 
Garrett B. Timmermans 
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